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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested in view of the 
following remarks. 

Claims 1-50 arc pending in the present application, of which claims 1, 20, 34, and 43 
ore independent 

The OfEcial Action sets forth a rejection of claims 1-50 under 35 U.S.C, § 102(e) as 
allegedly being anticipated by Bash ct d. (US 7,072,739), Referred to as "Bash ct ah" 

Drawing 

The indication that the drawings submitted on November 26, 2003 have been 
accepted is noted with appreciation. 

Claim Rejection Under 35.US.C_m2 

The test for determining if a reference anticipates a claim, for purposes of a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102, is whether the reference discloses all the elements of the claimed 
combination, or the mechanical equivalents thereof functioning in substantially the same way 
to produce substantially the same results. As noted by the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit in Lindemann Maschinenfabrick GmbH v, American Hoist and Derrick Co.* 221 
US?Q 481, 485 (Fed. Cir. 1984), in evaluating the sufficiency of an anticipation rejection 
under 35 U.S,C § 102, the Court stated: 

Anticipation requires the presence in a single prior art 
reference disclosure of each and every clement of the claimed 
invention, arranged as in the claim. 
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Therefore, if tie cited reference docs not disclose each and every clement of the 
claimed invention, then the cited reference foils to anticipate the claimed invention and, thus, 
the claimed invention is distinguishable over the cited reference. 

Claims 1-50 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C, §102(c) as allegedly being 
anticipated by the disclosure contained in Bash ct aL For at least the following reasons, it is 
respectfully submitted that this rejection is clearly improper and should be withdrawn. 

Independent claim s 1 and 43, as originally filed, recite, inter alia: 

communicating the detected at least one condition from the sensors to 
associated access points,., t 

communicating the detected at least one condition from one or more of 
the selected access points to the robotic dcvice,.,and 

communicating the detected at least one condition from the robotic 
device to the base station* 

Independent claim 20, as originally filed, recites, inter alia: 
a plurality of sensors,.. 

a plurality of access points associated with one or more of the sensors.., being 
configured to receive the detected at least one condition from the associated one or more 
sensors* 

a robotic device configured to traverse the room and to receive the detected at 
least one condition from the plurality of access points. ..and 

a base station configured to communicate with the robotic device 

Independent claim 34, as originally filed, recites, inter alia: 
means for detecting at least one condition; 

means for communicating the detected at least one condition to associated 

access points; 

means for selecting one of the access points; 
means for collecting information, . - 

means for communicating, ♦.from one or more of the selected access points to 
the means for collecting information. . . 
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As seen from the above cited passages, independent claims 1, 20, 34, and 43 each 
recites "access points** that either receives oris configured to receive detected condition 
information from a plurality of sensors. In addition, each of independent claims 1, 20, 34, 
and 43 also recites that the detected condition information received by the access points is 
communicated to a robotic device (means for collecting information). Therefore, the robotic 
device (means for collecting information) cither receives or is configured to receive the 
detected condition information from the access points and not from the sensors themselves. 
In one regard, the robotic device may thus receive the condition information detected by a 
plurality of sensors from a relatively fewer number of access points, which generally reduces 
the amount of time the robotic device is required to spend in retrieving the detected condition 
information. 

The claimed access points are depicted in the figures as reference numerals 120 and 
206. In addition, the access points are defined on page 1 0, lines 21-24 as "gateways for 
information obtained by a plurality of sensors (not shown) to be compiled and for the 
complied information to be conveyed to a robotic device 122. In this regard, the access 
points 120 may comprise computers, servers, or other devices capable of performing these 
functions." 

For at least the following reasons, Bash et al. fails to at least teach or suggest the 
features recited above. More particularly, Bash ct al. Jails to disclose the claimed i4 acccss 
points** and therefore the claimed steps of communicating detected condition information 
from a plurab'ty of sensors to associated access points and of communicating the detected 
condition information from the access points to the robotic device. 
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Generally speaking. Bash ct al. is drawn to a data center robotic device. In this 
regard, Bash est al- discloses a robotic device 146 that traverses a data center 100 having a 
plurality of sensors ("136-144" of FIG. 1), and obtains detected condition information from 
the sensors 134-144. As the Official Action points out, the detected condition information 
from the sensors 134-144 is transmitted from the robotic device 146 and then to a user 
(column B, lines 35-40). Thus, the flow of information in Bash ct al. begins at the sensors 
1 34-144, moves directly to the robotic device 146, and then finally to the user. Accordingly, 
Bash ct al. foils to teach or suggest the use of Access paints/' as recited in independent 
claims 1,20, 34, and 43. 

In rejecting claims ] 1 20, 34 f and 43, the Official Action appears to allege that the 
"various points," described in column 18, lines 1 6-26, of Bash ct al. equate to the claimed 
"access points" A close inspection of the discussion contained in column 18, lines 16-26 
clearly reveals, however, that Bash ct al. foils to disclose an access point that cither receives 
or is configured to receive detected condition information from a plurality of sensors. 
Instead, Bash ct al. discloses that the detected condition information is communicated 
directly from the sensors to the robotic device. 

As column 18, lines 16-26 of Bash explains, "Lhc robotic device (of Bash ct al.) 
travels along the plotted route." The robotic device of Bash et aL may stop at various points 
along this route to read information from the sensors. Alternatively, the robotic device of 
Bash et al. may include a sensor, which may directly obtain sensor information. 

Therefore, the "various points* disclosed in Bash ct aL are merely geographic 
landmarks where the robotic device may stop to obtain sensor information. In contrast to the 
Various points" of Bash ct al., the access points of claims 1, 20, 34, and 43 are described by 
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way of example on page 10, lines 21-25 of the originally filed specification. Tbe examples 
described in page 10 state that the access points may generally comprise gateways for 
information obtained by a plurality of sensors to be compiled. Thus, as page 10, lines 21 -25 
states, the access points may include computers, servers, etc 

As such, the claimed access points are completely different from the "various points* 
described in Bash et aL The claimed acccsB points ore devices where information from 
sensors is received and then communicated to a robotic device. However, the 'Various 
points** of Bash ct aL are merely physical locations where a robotic device stops to obtain 
detected condition information from a sensor. Clearly, therefore, Bash ct aL fails to disclose 
"access points" and the communication of information from sensors to the access points and 
from tbe access points to the robotic device. 

Moreover, even assuming, arguendo, that the "various points" of Bash et oL could 
somehow be construed as being equivalent to the claimed access points, even though they are 
not even remotely similar, Bash et aL still tails to teach or suggest the other claimed features 
discussed above. For instance, the claims recite the movement of information from four 
different points: the sensors, the access points, the robotic device, and to the base station. In 
contrast, Bash et aL discloses tbe movement of data through three different points: the 
sensors, the robotic device, and to the user or a base station- Bash et aL also fails to disclose 
any other features which could reasonably be considered analogous to a fourth device for 
communicating information, such as the claimed access points. 

The Applicants respectfully submit that the only similarity between the claimed 
access points and the "various points" of Bash is that both utilize the word "points" in their 
description. This, however, is not a proper basis for rejection a features of a claim. As set 
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forth above, the claimed access points are configured to receive and communicate 
information, while the "various points" of Bash et al. are simply locations where a robotic 
device stops along a pre<lcsignated polk Therefore, even though both features use the term 
joints," the claimed "access points" and the "various points" of Bash et ah cited lo in the 
Official Action have no similarity or relation. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted that Bash ct al. fails to 
disclose each and every element claimed in independent claims 1, 20, 34, and 43 and 
therefore cannot anticipate these claims. The Examiner is therefore respectfully requested to 
withdraw this rejection and to allow claims 1, 20, 34, and 43 and the claims that depend 
therefrom. 

The depending claims arc also allowable over Bash ct al. for reasons in addition to 
their respective dependencies upon allowable independent claims. For instance. Bash et al. 
fails to disclose that the room is divided into zones containing sensors and that the access 
points arc associated with the sensors of the particular zones as claimed in claim 2 of the 
present invention. The assertion in the OfScial Action that the zones comprise sensors of a 
rack is improper because that assertion fails to address the association of the sensors in a 
particular zone with a particular access point 

Conclusion 

In light of the foregoing, withdrawal of the rejections of record and allowance of this 
application arc earnestly solicited. 
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Should the Examiner believe that a telephone conference with the undersigned would 
assist in resolving any issues per tainin g to the atlowahility of the above-identified 
application, please contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

Please grant any required extensions of time and charge any fees due in connection 
with this request to deposit account no. 08-2025. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: June 8, 2007 



Timothy B. Kang 
Registration No.: 46,423 



MANNA V A & KANG, P.C. 
8221 Old Courthouse Road 
Suite 104 

Vienna, VA 22182 

(703)652-3817 

(703) 865-5150 (facsimile) 
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